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point out, Pearl Harbor ended isola-
tionism for any realist. 

Arthur Vandenberg was a forward- 
looking man who saw beyond partisan 
politics and worked for the good of the 
country. His service in the Senate is an 
example of true bipartisan leadership, 
which is so desperately needed today. 

I know that all of my colleagues in 
the Senate and the people of Michigan 
join me in celebrating the life and 
works of this son of Michigan, and in 
congratulating the family of Senator 
Arthur H. Vandenberg. 

f 

VOTE EXPLANATION 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, during 
Senate consideration of Senate amend-
ments 3615 and 3617, I was attending a 
memorial service for the father of my 
Rhode Island colleague, Representative 
JAMES LANGEVIN. Had I been present 
for these votes I would have voted 
against the motion to table amend-
ment No. 3615, and I would have voted 
to waive the point of order against 
amendment No. 3617. 

f 

DEATH OF FIREFIGHTER EVA 
SCHICKE 

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, today, it 
is with a heavy heart that I pay tribute 
to a fallen California firefighter. 

Firefighter Eva Schicke was killed 
on Sunday, September 12, when her 
crew was overwhelmed by flames after 
being dropped by helicopter to fight a 
wildfire in the Tuolumne River Canyon 
of the Stanislaus National Forest. 

Eva Schicke was part of an elite 7- 
person helicopter wildfire crew sta-
tioned at Columbia Air Attack Base in 
Columbia, CA. She and the six other 
members of this helicopter crew self-
lessly risked their lives trying to pro-
tect our communities and our treas-
ured forests. 

A graduate of California State Uni-
versity at Stanislaus where she played 
basketball and majored in criminal jus-
tice, Eva Schicke worked part time as 
a firefighter for more than 4 years. 
When she died she was beginning to 
pursue a career in nursing—yet an-
other testament to her generosity of 
spirit and her desire to serve the com-
munity. 

Not only was Ms. Schicke one of the 
few female firefighters to serve, she is 
now, tragically, the first ever female 
firefighter from the California Depart-
ment of Forestry to die in the line of 
duty. 

I offer my sincere condolences to her 
family, friends, and classmates. I know 
they must be devastated by the loss of 
this courageous, young woman. 

I take this opportunity to extend my 
gratitude to the search and rescue 
team that went back in to recover Ms. 
Schicke’s body. 

I also extend my gratitude and ex-
press my admiration for all of our fire-
fighters, particularly the six members 
of the Columbia Helitack Team that 
fought by Ms. Schicke’s side and were 

themselves injured in that fire. The 
people of California honor their work. 
May God bless them for their dedica-
tion and service. 

f 

WILLIAM MCSWEENY 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, my wife 
Marcelle and I have been privileged to 
know Bill and Dorothy McSweeny dur-
ing the time I have been in the Senate. 

During my conversations with them, 
I have especially appreciated their 
sense of history. When Mr. McSweeny 
writes an op-ed piece, based on his 
knowledge and experience, I think we 
should pay special attention. 

Recently, he wrote one for the Wash-
ington Post. Nothing I could say would 
add to the value of this fine statement, 
so I ask unanimous consent it be print-
ed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

[From the Washington Post, Aug. 18, 2004] 

NO DEBATING A SENSE OF DUTY 

(By William McSweeny) 

I am from that generation of younger 
brothers who just missed World War II and 
went to war against communism in Korea in 
1950. Many of us became fathers to those who 
fought in Vietnam and grandfathers to those 
fighting in Iraq. 

I would not presume to speak for a whole 
generation, but as a veteran of that combat, 
I say it is time to tell both presidential cam-
paigns to cease their macho posturing and 
get on with real programs to run—or save— 
our country. 

In our long-ago time, we went to war reluc-
tantly against an unknown enemy in an un-
known land. 

But, we went. 
The conditions were harsh. The fighting— 

pre-instant TV—was ferocious at the front 
and mostly unseen at home. When we came 
back, no one particularly cared, and only one 
film (‘‘Pork Chop Hill’’) and a handful of 
books remain to mark our passing. 

That and a free South Korea. 
We weren’t noticeably upset at men who 

deferred service and went to college (except 
those who stole our girls). We didn’t come 
home with rows of medals—although many 
of us came home with injuries that still warn 
us of changes in the weather. We didn’t do 
any complaining. We just came home and got 
on with our lives. 

Why did we go? Why did we allow our 
young bodies and our young psyches to be 
subjected to a war so forgotten that even 
today it has not been mentioned by either 
candidate, both of whom failed to notice the 
anniversary of its June beginning and July 
ending? 

I believe it was because we knew that we 
should. Some of us enlisted as regular Army 
infantry privates and later became combat 
officers because other men of the ‘‘greatest 
generation’’ had done it and we should too. It 
is a young man’s reaction to a sense of re-
sponsibility and duty, done without much 
forethought. 

That, I believe, is the key ingredient in 
John Kerry’s service in Vietnam—and why 
both campaigns should drop this contrived 
issue. 

He did not have to go—because he had 
been. His tour on a destroyer was overseas 
time enough. But he went to the boats be-
cause other young men were there. The men 
and the boats had a mission—and he com-

manded, because he could. That is enough for 
me. I couldn’t care less whether he received 
a medal. The rest of it is frosting. There is 
no honor in this debate for our country. We 
need to know whether a man can save the 
economy and slow terrorism, not listen to 
harangues about who was a shooter and who 
was a dodger. 

Most of the real heroics are performed by 
young kids and young officers who just ac-
cept it as a cost of doing business in the pe-
culiar exchange that is a combat battle-
ground. The whole place—and it does not 
matter which war we describe—is one of fear, 
noise, smoke, confusion and a strange com-
radeship where you might risk your life for 
someone you will never see again. I don’t 
know what the expression is in the Navy, but 
the Army’s bittersweet joke is that the two 
most dangerous words in the English lan-
guage are ‘‘follow me.’’ It takes courage to 
utter those words and to follow that com-
mand—something any veteran of any combat 
will recognize. 

It is time for some of us older veterans to 
take one last stand and call on both parties 
to drop this base and meaningless debate. At 
the end of the day, and the end of the battle, 
medals are just symbols. And the bravery of 
thousands of our soldiers has passed into his-
tory unheralded by stars and ribbons. By en-
gaging in mudslinging over this issue, both 
campaigns undermine the bravery and honor 
of all who serve in times of war and peace. 
And they distract us from the real issues of 
this election. 

John Kerry heard the siren song of his mo-
ment—that fragile call on the wind that is 
the call to the colors. He went. He came 
back. I give him credit for that. If he threw 
some ribbons over the fence, he’s welcome to 
mine. They lie quietly in a desk drawer, en-
tombed with memories of better men who lie 
in the dirt of faraway fields, where there 
really is no glory, but where courage and 
compassion came with the C-rations. 

They believed ours was a great country, 
one that fought not for conquest or for gain 
but because freedom isn’t free and someone 
has to pay for it. The bill comes due again in 
this election. Let’s hope these two can-
didates don’t leave us paupers. 

f 

HUNGARIAN GOLD TRAIN 
Mrs. CLINTON. Mr. President, on 

May 24, 2004, 17 Senators wrote to At-
torney General John Ashcroft to urge 
him to resolve the claims brought by 
several thousand elderly Holocaust sur-
vivors in the matter of the Hungarian 
Gold Train. These survivors seek res-
titution and an accounting for the mis-
handling, loss and theft of their prop-
erty in the years after World War II. 
Administrations of both parties have 
made clear our belief that when faced 
with evidence of wrongdoing, govern-
ments should not rely on legalisms and 
technicalities to avoid responsibility. 
Those of us who wrote the Attorney 
General hoped that our own Govern-
ment would rise to the same level of 
accountability when its own conduct 
was at fault. 

Unfortunately, the Justice Depart-
ment continues to resist these sur-
vivors strenuously in court. One dis-
turbing tactic is to try to undercut the 
Government’s own research and admis-
sions. The facts about the Hungarian 
Gold Train were first brought to light 
by the Presidential Advisory Commis-
sion on Holocaust Assets, chaired by 
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